THE BRETHREN EVANGELIST. 


What do 


ings "have been got up by the world ?'* 
you mean ? 

Cafcerf, la it the Gospel ? Is it the truth as 
delivered by the Lord Jesus and confirmed by his 
holy apostles V 

We have not deviated an iota from the preach- 
ing that was done then : not a particle. 

Comment. It you have not deviated one iota 
from the preaching of the apostles, will you please 
refer us to apostolic history in which it is stated 
they washed feet, soma by the "single mode" and 
some by the "double mode f where they decided 
that sisters should not wear hate j where minister!* 
must dress in the order of the church j where the 
.clergyman broke bread and passed it to the sisters, 
4 but the brethren broke bread among themselves, 
1 and where they publicly professsed loyalty to An- 
nual Meeting and privately talked against it, and 
transgressed nearly everything it i aught, an is done 
among yon. If you can do this your assertion will 
be worth something. 

Calvert We need not hold up the idea how bap- 
tism by trine immersion has been retained by us j 
we have not deviated from feet-washing, or the 
salutation, or the Lords supper, nor from preach- 
ing against the vanities and pride of the world 
that are ruining the nations with whom we are 
surrounded. 

Comment. You need not "hold up the idea" of 
these elements of Christian doctrine, since modern 
Progression baa never denied that you have re- 
tained them, nor attacked you for doing so. It, 
however, charges you with having deviated from 
the gospel in other matters. This you knew at 
the time, but had not the courage to walk up like a 
man and mention and defend them. 

Calvert. We hive these very same principles, 
brethren, preached then, and more than that, we 
have all agreed before God and the world to en 
dorse these principles as ours and have them held 
op as God's principles, and now the thought is, are 
they correct ? 

Comment. "Modern Progression" holds "these 

same principles," maintains and defends them as 

tenaciously as you, and with much greater force 

and precision than is possible tor you to display. 

Calvert. It so, why then have any confusion 

about the matter P 

Comment. There is no confusion about the mat- 
ter as far as "modern progression" is concerned. 
Why do you thus insinuatingly misrepresent your 
opponents. The book from which you took your 
text, says, "Thou shall not bear false witness." 
You are aware that we bad never attacked any of 
the ordinances you had just enumerated and your 
insinuation that there is "confusion about the mat 
tcT," was a willful sacrifice of truth 
yourself, sir. 

CaloerL Now we give you the idea, as we 
would look at these thoughts, that these are the 
principles that are held sacred today, and in the 
organization of the Church of Jesus Christ there is 
a legality, a right name, a rightlut office as found 
laid down by Jesus and the apostles, called apos- 
tles, teachers, and evangeli&ts, and set forth by the 
Church to lead the body and carry it on and hold 
up the word of God and to cut off all that is detri- 
mental to the peace and happiness and life of that 
body. The Lord gives us that idea. I want to 
give you the thought then : has anybody only 
those that are set forth in that body a right to ad- 
minister for the body of Christ, or do business for 
our church if you like that expression better. And 
we are made to say : not one of you dare say so — 
not one. 

Comment. Anybody "set forth" by the Body of 
Christ has a right to administer for it. If you are 
in the Body of Christ you will accept as legal the 
baptisms, communions or marriages administered 
or performed by such ordained ministry. But if 
your "our church" is not a branch of that Body, it 
is not to be expected that it will accept the acts of 
the men "set forth" by any branch of it. 

Calvert. I would not like to run this baptism 
question as far as Mr. Campbell did, where a 
mother baptized her own children and the church 
was compelled to accept of it But that is where 
it leads to, and we will have the privilege of notic- 
ing that mother after a little. 

Comment. Of a truth, you dare net do as Mr. 
Campbell did. You have not the mind to compre- 
hend the full force of his argument, nor the courage 
to accept and defend it, if you had. 

Calvert. Now we make the further remark that 
for about a hundred and forty years with little dis- 
sension the body haB thuB existed and gathered 
around it, I believe of the best and most intelligent 
of our world, willing to submit to the requirements 
laid down as being Gospel ; and I want to say an- 
other thing,the world has acknowledged the vitality 
and truth and the saving power in the Church as I 
described it. The world all around us acknowledge 
that the Brethren, as you term them, or German 
Baptista have the principles of the bible and that 


You damage 
idea, as 


they will universally be saved that are honest and 
faithful until death. 
The world acknowledges it to-day, too. 
Comment. People in this country do not call you 
the "Brethren," they know this is not your legal 
title and are too intelligent and honest to call you 
by a name to which you are not entitled. They 
call you by the name in which you have your 
church property deeded, "The German Baptist." 
A* to your having gathered around you the most 
intelligent of the world we have little to say, more, 
than it is to bo deplored that this statement is not 
true. You might have done all you say, if you 
would not have preached and enforced more than 
you have mentioned, or more than the Gospel 
teaches. 

Calvert. Well, now in addition to that the 
world says : We are surprised that you have 
trouble and are torn apart, and we wonder why 
that is. 

Comment, Yes, air, the world is surprised that 
we are torn apart ; and are more than surprised 
that you disfellowshipped the "Progressives" for 
"disloyalty to Annual Meeting, and now in this 
community turn directly around inside of two 
years, and practice the very things for which you 
expelled them. The world is surprised that you 
would make trouble add expel your brethren over 
such superstitious and traditionary matters. 

Calvert. Well, now I give you the idea that 
some say : Why, you have an annual meeting, 
that has done it. This I want to hold up before 
you a minute. We hold an annual meeting where 
our brethren and sisters all can come, can talk 
about the interests and wellfare and promotion of 
the cause of God. But it haf never made law, nor 
changeable admonition, or advice, never. 

Comment Mr. Calvert, you know you did not 
tell the truth here. You not only willfully mis- 
represented the facts in the case, but in the effort 
to do so, you contradicted yourself. The Annual 
Meeting has made decisions ; this none dare deny. 
Now these decisions are either law or advice. If 
law, then not advice ; if advice, then not law. What 
you mean by "changable admonition" I do not 
know, and it is doubttul if you do. Persons have 
been expelled from the German Baptist church by 
the decisions of Annual Meeting. HoUinger was. 
Beer was. I was ; and if Annual Meeting never 
made taw how is it that the church at large ac- 
cepts it as such. It it was neither law nor advice 
what was it? 

Calvert. I know that it waa Baid that they had 
made the ruling or the declsiona of the annual meet- 
ing mandatory once, but always according to God's 
word. What do you understand by that ? I un- 
derstand the brethren satd they would enforce the 
bible. Not man's law, but God'B law. But now 
there seems to be a desire to open the door for the 
world and the Brethren said, we will make the law 
of God mandatory. Nobody can be with us unlesa 
they will submit to the agreement of the brother- 
hood upon the bible. Do you see anything vory 
wrong in that V 

Comment If the annual meeting "made the law 
of God mandatory" what waa it before V Wa«, it 
only advisory ? Haa the annual meeting of the 
Dunkard church more authority than Christ and 
the Holy Spirit that they could only make the 
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ship, and it would not then hear, 
hear if informed once more. 

Calvert Nobody has a right this morning the 
say that they have been ruthlessly or worthleesly 
torn away from the brotherhood, for it is not true 
I know that Bashor says he was. How u that ? 
Comment When you say that Bashor says he 
was "ruthlessly or worthlessly torn away from the 
brotherhood," you say that which is absolutely un- 
true. I must remind you again of that command 
of the Master which foVbids the bearing of false 
testimony. Hoist nger, Beer and others were ruth- 
lessly expelled, and the expulsion waa equally as 
woiiL.'^a*. But for myself, neither the action of 
your annual meeting, nor the falie charges of its 
illiterate committee affected or concerned me. 

Calvert. The brethren tollowed up the men and 
women that they believed were running astray and 
admonished them, talked and prayed with them 
and have no ill feeling whatever against them. 

Comment Why, &ir, do you persist iu misrep- 
resenting the men yon expelled '? Have you lost 
all sense of truth and honor ? Who did you follow 
up and admonish, and talk and pray with, and have 
no ill feeling against V Was it the men you ex- 
pelled without a trial, and now misrepresent, and 
refuse to meet in fair honorable controversy ? You 
have a singular way of admonishing and praying 
with people, if they are the ones to whom you 
refer. 

Calvert. But waa that the truth ? Why, when 
the brethren desired to counael with that friend 
Bashor, he eaid, I will not hear you. I will not 
submit to anything you may say or do. 

Comment The reason "Baahor" would not re- 
ceive or "hear" your committee was because the 
manner in which the committee wasappointed, and 
the committee itself, waa an insult, and its final 
action was to be expulsion. Another reason was, 
that you, Mr. Calvert, and I with a large number 
of others, had pledged ourselves to stand together 
upon progressive principles and oppose the en- 
croachments and supremacy of annual meeting, 
and I preferred to stand by my pledge and my 
colors to betraying my tiuat as you did, and go 
back to annual meeting and profess loyalty to its 
standard, when I could no longer conscientiously 
advocateits teachings, nor respect its mandatory 
legislation. You profeaa loyalty to annual 
meeting and at the same time undermine its au- 
thority by advocating the wearing of hats mong 
the sisters. I prefer living an honest rebel with- 
out the camp, while you prefer a hypocritical poBt- 
tion within. This is the difference. 

Calvert. And from these men the Brethren 
have been troubled for fifteen years. 

Comment. You should include youraelf, since 
you have been a "fast brother" about that long. 
Caivert. Under what name have we exiated ? 
Comment. In the first place the church was 
known aa the fraternity of "The Brethren," but in 
1836 the annual meeting changed the name from 
Brethren to the "German Baptist". And in 1883 
the annual meeting decided that the church prop- 
erty known aa the "St. Louis meeting house," 
should be deeded to the Moderator and Standing 
Committee of the German Baptist church. During 
the discussion of the question before that body, 
Elder J, P. Ebersole , of Ohio, stated that you are 


word of God adviaory while it can make it raanda- incorporated as the German Baptist church ia his 
It is pteaumption to criticise a church that State. Your church property is deeded 


tory 

has more authority than Jehovah. And yet this 
chnrch that made the "law of God mandatory" 
"never made law, nor changable admonition or ad- 
vice, never." It was not because Progressives 
could not agree with you "upon the Bible" that 
you are divided, but because they could not agree 
with you upon the things taught by annual meet- 
ing, not taught in the Bible. 

Calvert. Now I want to say to yon, that in ad 
dition to that with all the decisions that come up 
at our annual meeting, any sister or brother can go 
before that annual conference and get a hearing 
and have an agreement, and if they can ahow our 
brethren anywhere that they have erred and done 
wrong and are destroying the peace and harmony 
of the brotherhood and trampling under foot the 
Goapel, they can have it rectified any time. 

Is that true brethren ? I want to know, I re- 
mark that that is true. 

Comment. If any brother or sister can go before 
annual meeting and get a hearing, why was Hol- 
singer only allowed one five minutes speech by a 
bare majority of one, before being expelled. Why 
was J. W. Beer expelled without being notified to 
be present ? And why was I "suspended from 
the ministry" iu my absence, when ignorant of any 
chargca to be preaented against me ? The facta 
are, as established by the history of annual meet 
ing, that any brother or siater cannot have a pa- 
tient hearing. An item of proof would have been 
preferable to your wholesale assertion. Your 
brotherhood has been shown again and again 
where it has "trampled under foot the Gospel" and 
destroyed the "peace and harmony" of its member- 


German Baptist church! and your church certifi- 
cates are granted by and directed to the German 
Baptist chnrch. Wc conclude, therefore, that your 
name ia German Baptist. What do you think it 

is? 

Calvert When in 1872 H. R, Holsinger pub- 
lished what he calls a Hymn and Tune Book, what 
did he say to us ? He said, I hope that this book 
will receive gener*. I acceptation among all the 
brethren. 

Who did he mean ? 

Comment. He said what any intelligent and 
thoughtful publisher would have said under simi- 
lar circumstances to any Christian fraternity to 
which he stood related. "I hope this book will re- 
ceive general acceptance among all the brethren." 
A Methodist, Baptist, or Disciple could with pro- 
priety have used the same term writing to or of his 
own people. 

Calvert What did he call us and who did he 

mean that day '■ 

Comment. "He called you brethren, and meant 
by it that you stood towarda each other in that 
relation. What else do you auppose he meant ? 


It is much easier to find a score of men wise 
enough to discover the truth than to find one in- 
trepid enough, in the face of opposition, to stand 
up for it 

He that judges without informing himself to 
the utmoat that he is capable, cannot acquit him- 
self of judging amiss. 


